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Frank Wilkinson: 
Defense of FreedQm 
Frank Wilkinson is scheduled to 
speak in the LSA Speaker Series 
on Tuesday, April 15, at 12:00 
p.m. in room 315. Professor Ar-
thur Berney is making the ar-· 
rangements and will introduce 
Mr. Wilkinson. 
By Bill Blum 
If eternal vigilance is the price 
we pay to protect the Bill of 
Rights, the American peopfe 
must owe Frank Wilkinson a 
small fortune in unpaid overtime. · 
Over the past twenty years, as 
the national executive director of 
the National Committee Against 
Repressive Legislation 
(NCARL), Frank has carried the 
defense of civil liberties to over 
45 states, appearing on hundreds 
of TV and radio programs ·and 
addressingmore than 1500 stu-
dent audiences and an equal 
number of religious, professional, 
labor and community 
organizations. 
At the same time, Wilkinson 
has coordinated and directed 
NCARL's work, planned its 
political strategies and drafted 
much of its widely disseminated 
literature on repressive 
legislation. 
Although he retired as 
NCARL's national director in 
1980, Wilkinson continues to 
work on a volunteer basis. Dur-
ing his 20-year tenure as a paid 
staffer, he received subsistence 
wages for a work week which nor-
mally lasted 60-100 hours and 
found him on the road two out of 
every three days. Even today, at 
the age of 67, his indefatigable 
energy remains a constant source 
of astonishment among his col-
leagues, both young and old. 
The son of a Methodist lay 
leader, Wilkinson was born in 
Charlevoix, Michigan. At the age 
of 10, his family moved to Bever-
ly Hills. Upon graduation from 
UCLA in 1936 Wilkinson plann-
ed to become a minister, but 
decided to · take · a world tour 
before entering religious studies. 
In the course of this trip he saw 
American slums for the first time 
and upon returning to Los 
Angeles, abandoned his plan for 
religious studies and embarked 
instead on a career in public 
housing. 
Wilkinson's political career 
took shape in 1939, when he 
became secretary of the Citizen's 
Housing Council of Los Angeles, 
Property Prof. Frank Uffam, or is it Upham, leads the chf?rus of the 
BC Law -Revue as it sings "Green acres is the place to be, fee simple's 
the estate for me ... " 
a privately funded public-interest 
organization designed to · pro-
mote the construction of low-rent 
integrated public housing. The 
Council was headed by Mnsgr. 
Thomas J. O'Dwyer, Ar-
chdiocesan Director of Catholic 
Hospitals and Charities. Three 
years later, he joined the Los 
Angeles City Housing Authority, 
where he served as assistant to 
the director and soon became a 
national authority on slum 
clearance. Among his 
achievements was serving as 
manager of the first integrated 
housing proj~ct in the Watts 
ghetto in 1942. 
But Wilkinson was abruptly 
removed from his housing posi-
tion in 1942 when, in the course 
of a slum condemnation pro-
ceeding, he was called before 
California's "little HUAC" and 
asked to name alL the organiza-
tions he had belonged to since 
1931. Refusing to answer, he was 
removed from his government 
job. 
Wilkinson's spirit, however, re-
mained undaunted. In 1953, he 
became executive secretary of 
the Los Angeles-based Citizen's 
Committee to Preserve American 
Freedoms, dedicated to 
abolishing "big HUAC," the 
House Committee on 
UnAmerican Activities. Wilkin-
son's first activity in this capaci-
ty was to organize, in February 
1954, a banquet to defend the 
National Lawyers Guild, then 
under attack by HUAC arid At-
torney General Herbert 
Brownell, Jr. 
Several years later, as a staff 
member of the Emergency Civil 
Liberties CommitteP.. Willr..inson 
assisted in a national effort to 
abolish HUAC. He traveled 
throughout the country to 
organize support for those sub-
poenaed before the committee. 
During the course of this cam-
paign in 1958, the Southern Con-
ference Educational Fund invited 
him to Atlanta to help organize 
resistance to a proposed HUAC 
proceeding there. 
Wilkinson found himself sub-
poenaed to the Atlanta inquest. 
When asked by HUAC members 
about political affiliations, both 
he and the late Carl Braden, 
another civil liberties organizer, 
declined to answer on First 
Amendment grounds. Both men 
were cited for contempt and lost 
five-to-four decisions before the 
U.S. Supreme Court. (Wilkinson 
v. United States, 365 US 397; 
Braden v. United States, 365 US 
431.) They received one-year 
sentences, which they served in 
federal penitentiaries in Georgia, 
South Carolina, Virginia and 
Pennsylvania. On his way to 
prison, Wilkinson stated the civil 
liberties credo which he has per-
sonified throughout his life: 
"I have made the First Amend-
ment challenge . . . as a matter of 
personal conscience and the 
responsibility we all share to de-
fend the Constitution against all 
enemies .. . We will not save free 
speech if we are not prepared to 
go to jail in its defense. I am 
prepared to pay that price." 
While Wilkinson and Carl 
Braden were serving their 
sentences, thousands of 
Americans at the urging of Mar-
tin Luther King, Jr., Reinhold 
Niebuhr, Howard Schomer 
continued on page 3 
Professor Cottrol 
on Racial Politics 
in Boston-
By Jeanne MacLaren 
Professor Robert J. Cottrol 
presented his paper entitled 
"Law, Politics and Race in Urban 
America: Towards a New Syn-
thesis'' at the American Society 
for Legal History this past fall. 
Rutgers Law Journal will publish 
it next fall. I was one of 3 student 
research assistants who con-
tributed to this thought-provok-
ing and highly readable article. 
Many students might appreciate 
the insights provided in Prof. 
Cottrol's study of Boston's 
political history. This summary 
attempts to do justice to his en-
tire effort and to the curiosity 
about the roots of the racial ten-
sion in Boston. 
Before, during and _just after 
the Civil War, Massachusetts 
was one of a few states which led 
the nation in eliminating de jure 
racial discrimination. 
Massachusetts's Constitution 
from 1780 carries no racial 
restrictions on voting. This was 
one of the reasons it passed after 
defeat by referendum of the 1778 
Constitution with its all white 
suffrage provision. The constitu-
tional clause proclaiming all men 
"free and equal" was construed 
3 years later by the courts as in-
compatible with slavery. 
The rights of Blacks to serve as 
jurors and be elected to public of-
fic-e was embedded in this state's · 
law before the 19th C. Early in 
the 19th C. Boston supported 2 
black public schools. In 1855 
Governor Gardner signed an in-
tegrated school bill, prohibiting 
discrimination in the assignment 
of pupils to public schools. Just 
prior to this the legislature also 
recognized the validity of inter-
racial marriages. During and 
after the Civil War, when racist 
views were prominent in most 
sectors of society, again the · 
Masschusetts legislature forged 
ahead and prohibited private 
discrimination in hotels, 
restaurants, taverns .. and in-
surance companies. 
Given this sample equal right 
legislation in MassachusE:tts, it is 
. difficult to account for any role 
of the law in the current de facto 
discrimination prevalent in the 
living and working conditions of 
Boston today. Hence, an expand-
ed historical understanding is 
needed. 
continued on page 4 
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OPINION/EDITORIAL 
8.t.Ro""e 
An Inspiring Telethon 
By Andrew H. Sharp 
I'd never been involved in a 
telethon before so I didn't really 
know what to expect. I never im-
agined that the Law School Tele-
thon would be so exciting. 
After a sumpsous banquet 
ably served by nubile under-
grads, the student volunteers 
were led to a festive and ornate 
More Hall. Each of us was equip-
ped with a state of the art AT&T 
telephone. We even had our own 
desks. 
Then they hauled in the lights 
and television cameras and set 
up for the live broadcast. Celebri-
ties began to file in, nervously 
chattering with one another. I 
remember Gavin MacLeod argu-
ing with Pia Zadora and having 
to be physicaly restrained .. I was 
too far away to hear what that · 
was all about but I think I heard 
the word "talent" used a few 
times. 
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At 7:00pm we went on the air. 
The host, Tony Orlando, was 
caught in traffic on Nonantum 
Road so an unprepared George 
Bush went on and made a mov-
ing plea for funds. He cited 
numerous horror stories of 
repression and warned of a dom-
ino-like spread of Communism. 
Thankfully Tony Orlando did ar-
rive and a reluctant Mr. Bush 
was escorted to a waiting car. 
Orlando, the uncrowned king 
of show business, had tears in his 
eyes when he wheeled out the 
1986 Law School Telethon 
Poster Student. The Poster Stu-
dent (who wishes to go through 
law school anonymously) ex-
plained to a hushed audience how 
his dream of being a "people's 
lawyer" was denied to him 
because of the inadequate re-
numeration of public interest 
lawyering. As a grim conse-
quence, the student had been 
forced to accept a summer posi-
tion with a corporate law firm. 
"Won't you help?" he sobbed. 
Calls began to come in at that 
point so I was kept pretty busy. 
Most of the evening was a blur 
of hot lights and chemical 
stimulants. I don't remember ex-
actly how much money was 
pledged over my phone. I do 
know that the Boston College 
Law School Alumni is a resourc~ 
that has to be more efficiently 
tapped in order for the school to 
compete with schools like Har-
vard for top quality professors. 
Moreover, Alumni contribution 
must be increased before a BCLS 
loan forgiveness program could 
be possible. Also, cuts in govern-
ment-funded student loan pro-
grams make it imperative to 
increase alumni contribution. 
These were just several of the 
considerations which inspired 
those selfless, sainted students 
who donated their time to the 
event. 
I don't recall exactly when 
Tony Orlando said goodnight to 
the millions of home viewers. I 
think it was right after a 
bouyant Dean Coquellette sang 
"Hotel California." All I 
remembered at the end of the 
evening was being t ired. But you 
know, it was a GOOD kind of 
tired. 
(Alright, so I embellished t he 
details. The law school telethon 
actually t ook place on three 
nights inst ead of one. The event 
was not televised and it was 
volunteers who called alumni, 
not the other way around. But 
Gavin MacLeod did have a big 
fight with Pia Zadora.) 
Editorial 
By Ken Viscarello 
A couple of weeks ago, during 
the break, I had the opportunity 
to go to Suffolk Law School to 
hear the Honorable Judge Posner 
speak. For those of you who are 
not familiar with Judge Posner, 
he is a circuit judge and scholar 
noted for his application of 
economic theories to legal prin-
ciples. I left the speech 
fascinated. I was not, however, 
fascinated by Judge Posner's 
speech (it was actually very bor- . 
ing, a rewrite of Judge Hands 
BCPL applied to the first amend, 
ment). I was, however, fascinated 
with the attendance for the 
speech. The speech was held in a 
room with ali approximate 
capacity of 250. Every single seat 
was filled. In addition the aisles 
were filled with approximately 
another 100 people standing. I, 
myself was wedged in with about 
25 people right in front of the 
podium, one of whom was the 
Dean of Suffolk Law. The first 
five rows were all filled with 
faculty, looking very distinguish-
ed and diligently tak!ng notes. 
To say the least I was impress-
ed. However, my esteem turned 
to amazement when right before 
the speech, a woman approached 
the microphone and said that the 
speech was also being shown on 
close-circuit television in a room 
one floor below us, and that room 
too was rapidly becoming full. At 
this point I began to think about 
our own speaker series and its 
lack of both student body and 
faculty attendance. But then I 
thought, the attendance here is 
probably so good because the 
speaker is Judge Posner and he 
is after all rumored to be a can-
didate for any possible opening 
on the Supreme Court. So, I turn-
ed to the person who invited me 
and asked her if the turnout was 
always this large. She responded 
in the affirmative and said that 
the turnout was always large 
especially when a D.A. or noted 
t rial attorney came to speak. 
Once again my thoughts turn-
ed to our own .speaker series, and 
why the attendance was always 
less than ent husiastic. I know 
Jay Sichlich, the person in charge 
of the series, pretty well, and I 
know he puts a lot of time and ef-
fort into arranging the series. He 
also does a good job publicizing 
the series, putting up an-
nouncements early in the week 
for the Friday morning speech. 
Yet, many times the turnout is 
less than enthusiastic. (On a 
tangent I can relate to his 
frustration when I try to solicit 
articles for the Alledger.) 
I suspect some of the probJeii?-s 
with the turnout lie in schedul-
ing. Many second and third years 
do not have classes on Fridays. 
For example many classes, e.g. 
Securities Regs and Conflicts, 
meet Monday, Wednesday, 
Thursday, instead of the tradi-
tional M,W,F. Personally this 
scheduling is great for me and 
many others, I get Fridays off 
and have time to devote myself 
to a part time job. So, I too am 
one of those parties who is delin-
quent from the speaker series. 
I feel personally that it is a 
tragedy that BCGS cannot fill a 
classroom to hear a speaker for 
45 minutes. While I was at Suf-
folk I triP-d to imagine what 
Judge Posner felt when he look-
ed out over that sea of students 
and faculty. He was probably 
thinking that Suffolk was a good 
law school or at the very least 
that people at Suffolk were in-
terested in hearing a well known 
speaker and furthering their legal 
educations. He even cracked a 
joke about being on closed circuit 
TV (his only humorous remark of 
the day). Then I wondered what 
would he think if he was at BCLS 
and looked up to see 50 people in 
room 315. Then I started to 
wonder what kind of reputation 
this school will have after I 
graduate this year. How will it be 
perceived by the outside world? 
Why do we sometimes appear to 
be very apathetic and self-
centered? 
I am not really sure what the 
solution should be. Perhaps the 
professors can plug the speakers 
for a couple minutes before class 
.(1 remember my first year profs 
doing that a couple of times). 
However, the purpose of this 
editorial was not to offer solu-
tions or explanation but just to 
make us all think of what we 
want this school to be and how 
we want it to be perceived by the 
outside world and the legal com-
munity in general. 
Oh, by the way, about 20 
minutes into t he speech, the per-
son I was with nudged me and 
pointed to Mrs. Posner who had 
accompanied Judge Posner and 
was sitting in the first row . .. she 
was fast asleep. 
Justice Learned Lee 
Reverses Lower 
Court Decision 
STUDENTS OF BCLS 
v. 
BOSTONIENSE COLLEGIUM 
Middlesex Appeals Court 
Argued February 24, 1986 
Decided March 15, 1986 
LEARNED LEE, J 
In the action below, members 
of the student body of the 
Boston College Law School filed 
a class action suit against 
various unnamed freshmen of 
Newton Campus and the Board 
of Trustees of Boston College 
seeking injunctive relief, namely, 
the removal of those "infantile, 
puerile, and immature" 
undergraduates from Stuart 
Hall. The Newton Circuit Court, 
Judge Lee presiding, held that 
relief sought was beyond the 
scope of judicial .authority and 
ruled in favor of the defendants. 
We reverse. 
The present situation on the 
Newton grounds of Boston Col-
lege is indeed one of grave con-
-- cern. Here, law students and 
undergraduate freshmen of the 
same institution are forced to 
share common facilities. As one 
social commentator noted, these 
are two definably different 
groups. Heights, Feb. 18, ed. On 
one hand, we have a group of 
students struggling, straining, 
and groping to master that 
discipline known as "the law." 
On the other, there is the class of 
individuals who have only recent-
ly survived the rites of puberty. 
One can only ponder as to what 
the University officials had in 
mind in placing these two groups 
on the same campus. · 
The trial decision of this action 
has prompted a great deal of 
social, legal, and academic com-
mentary. We note for informa-
tional purposes only, the chief 
criticism of the lower court's 
decision: -it restores the status 
quo. "Now as before, freshmen 
are free to roam about the Law 
School premises, behaving in any 
manor they damn well please." 
Obviously, the matter at hand is 
of great importance to numerous 
parties. The outcome of this ac-
tion involves broad and 
numerous ramifications. Let 
Wilkinson, continued from page 1 
(Secretary of the World Council 
of Churches) and others, petition-
ed for their freedom. In 1962, 
'they emerged from prison-not 
as "disgraced convicted 
criminals," as HUAC had 
hoped-but as leaders of a 
revitalized 0 progressive 
movement. 
Upon Pis release, Wilkinson 
returned to the National Com-
mittee to Abolish HU AC, which 
had been founded in 1960 by the 
famous civil libertarians Dr. 
Alexander Meikeljohn and 
Aubrey Williams. Although 
labeled by both Congress and the 
media as a "Communist plot," 
the committee-eventually suc-
ceeded. By 1969, HUAC adopted 
a new, sanitized name, the House 
lnternal Security Committee. Six ~ 
years later, it was disbanded 
altogether. 
As HUAC's authority crumbl-
ed, Wilkinson's group took on 
other legislative goals and chang-
there be no mistake: We do not 
treat this case lightly. 
The learned judge below cor-
rectly held that although the 
plaintiff law students suffered 
substantial injury and were 
morally entitled to some type of 
relief, the court was not em-
powered to do so. Instead, the 
judge declared that ad-
ministrative agencies are better 
equipped to resolve this complex ' 
problem. He wrote: "This situa.,-
tion cries for swift and decisive 
action by the Administration." · • 
It should be plain and obv~ous 
to any party of ordinary in~ 
telligence that this statement 
was meant as a signal to a certain 
party that certain action must be 
taken. If the Administration 
were _ to take the proper steps to 
remedy the Newton dilemma, it 
would be unnecessary, indeed im-
proper, for his court to review 
this case'" 
Before reviewing the actions 
the Adniinistration has taken 
subsequent to the date of the · 
trial decision, we must explicitly 
name the party we are address-
ing. When we speak of the "Ad-
ministration," we refer to the 
Administration of the Universi-
ty ("the University Administra-
tion"), and not the 
Administration of the Law 
School ("the Law School Ad-
ministration"). The latter is clear-
ly the servant in _ the 
tnaster-servant relationship and 
is not a party to this suit; the 
former must bear the ultimate 
responsibility. However, we will 
include mention of both parties 
when appropriate. 
The Law School Administra-
tion, in the past two months, has 
implemented two new programs 
'which are relevant to our discus-
sion. First, -the School has in-
situted a policy of locking the 
front doors of Stuart Hall during 
designated evening hoursto ex-
clude entry of undesirable in-
dividuals. Secondly, the School 
has implemented a plan of tow-
ing unauthorized motor vehicles 
from its premises. This is ex-
plained in a memorandum writ-
ten by the Assistant Dean for 
Students which includes: "The 
towing program will be_ aimed at 
cars without stickers, 
undergraduatesand student cars 
without stickers." (emphasis 
added.) 
Viewing the above actions in 
th_e light most favorable to the 
Law School Administration, we 
deem tqem to be all that the Law 
edits name to the National Com-
mittee Against Repressive 
-Legislation. In 1968, it joined 
with the Japanese-American 
Citizens League in a successful 
three-year campaign to repeal the 
1950 Emergency Detention Act, 
which authorized the establish-
ment of concentration camps for 
political disse~ters in times of 
"national emergency." Two 
years later, NCARL contributed 
to another victory, the dismantl-
ing of the Subversive Activities 
Control Board. Still another 
triumph was recorded in 1974 as 
Congress repealed the "No-
Knock" statute, which permitted 
narcotics agents to break and 
enter dwellings without showing 
warrants or identifying 
themselves. 
Since 1973, ·a major focus of 
NCARL has been the various ef-
forts to reorganize the federal 
criminal code. From Senate Bill 
One of the 94th Congress to the 
current S. 1630, NCARL has 
been the leading force in the 
grassroqts movement to prevent 
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School could have done to evict 
undergraduate freshmen from 
:f'iewton Campus. 
Turning now to the University 
Administration, we see that this 
party has also responded to the 
trial decision. Namely, the 
University Administration has 
raised the Law School student 
- tuition by $900. We do not think 
this is what Judge Lee had in 
mind by ''swift and decisive ac-
tion." 
In support of the plaintiff's 
motion for relief, this court has 
available a vast number of 
amicus curiae briefs submitted -
by various organizations and in-
dividuals associated with the 
Law School. One such brief 
documents the years of neglect 
and mistreatment the ... ·Law 
School has endured. Anothe~-pf<)-
vides a lengthy list of situations 
where law students must make '· 
. the cumbersome journey to th~ 
Chestnut Hill Campus. This brief 
·emphasizes that only recently 
did law students not have -to 
make the eastward trek to find a 
lighted study carrel. Another 
brief facetiously declares: 
"Thank God we don't have to go 
to the Main Campus to go to the 
bathroom.'' Thank God indeed. 
No court is able to guarantee 
that type of relief. 
In its motion for dismissal, the · 
defendant urges and we agree 
that this tribunal is a court of law 
and not a theological institution. 
We see, however, that the defen-
dant party is a theological in-
stitution, in a manner of 
speaking. "A Jesuit university, 
then, and more specifically, 
Boston College, provides young 
men and women with both an 
education and a system of 
values." Undergraduate 
Catalogue, p. 9. It would seem, 
then, that the defendant institu-
tion is quite capable of providing, 
without judicial intervention, an 
environment where principles of 
fairness, equity, and justice 
prevail for all. It is a said state 
of affairs that this court must 
review this case at all. 
In arguing that the University 
Administration has no legal 
obligation to monitor the less 
than adequate behavior of the 
Newton freshmen, the defendant 
places great reliance on Hegel v. 
Langsam, 29 Ohio Misc. 147, 55 
0.0.2d 476, 273 N.E. 2d 351 
(1971). The pertinent portion of 
this case is asjOilows: "A univer-
criminal code reform from being 
used as a vehicle for political 
repression. Currently, NCARL is 
also involved in a campaign to 
abolish a revived version of 
HUAC, the Senate Judiciary 
Subcommittee on Security and 
Terrorism, created in 1980, and 
parallel developments in the 
House. 
NCARL is also in the midst of 
a precedent-setting federal 
lawsuit. In 1980, the group filed 
suit against the Justice Depart-
ment and the FBI, seeking $16 
million in damages for years of il-
legal wiretapping, surveillance of 
staff members and the illegal en-
. try into the committee's Chicago 
office. Thus far, NCARL has ob-
tained, via the Freedom of Infor-
mation Act, over 45,000 
documents substantiating its 
claims of government wrongdo-
ing. Not surprisingly, the FBI's 
primary target these many years 
has been Frank Wilkinson. 
NCARL and the other plaintiffs 
are being represented by Fred 
Okrand, ACLU legal director and 
sity is an institution for the ad-
vancement of knowledge and 
learning. It is neither a nursery 
school, a boarding school, nor a 
prison. (Those in attendance) 
must be presumed to have suffi-
cient maturity to conduct their 
own personal affairs. (A univer-
sity has no duty to) regulate the 
private lives of its students." I d. 
The facts of this case are 
significantly different. Here, the 
students in question, the 
freshmen students residing at 
the Newton campus, are not 
presumed to have enough 
maturity to do anything. Fur-
thermore, we would not require 
the University Administration to 
"regulate the private lives of 
students," but only to exercise 
its proper administrative powers. 
Finally, the defendent pro-
poses that this action is merely 
one of damnum absque injuria. 
To support this contention, the 
_ defendant submits a clever 
; memorandum entitled, 
"Freshmen, Bees, and the Mean-
ing of Life." It reads in part: 
"Freshmen, like bees, must exist 
in nature. Their presence is 
seasonal. They are not perma-
nent. They come without invita-
tion and depart without fanfare. 
Both have the tools to make life 
difficult for those at Boston Col-
lege Law School. It is simply the 
laws of nature in. operation." 
In spite of the ingenious nature 
of this memorandum, we reject it 
on the basis of insufficient legal 
merit. 
We now come to the specific 
matter of the plaintiffs' remedy. 
We note once again, for it is 
worth repeating, that our deci-
sion to grant relief to the law 
students is prompted solely by 
the foot-dragging policies of the 
University Administration 
towards the Law School. 
It is hereby ordered that the 
powers that be at Bostoniense 
Collegium, with all deliberate 
speed, implement programs to i) · 
restrict the entry of all Newton 
freshmen form the Law School's 
academic facilities and their at-
tachments; ii) provide separate 
facilities for Law School person-
nel in the Stuart Hall dining 
room and the adjoining snack 
bar; iii) provide instruction to 
those underdeveloped freshmen 
on lessons of general deportment 
and dining decorum. 
The decision of the trial court 
is reversed. 
All concur. 
volunteer counsel Paul Hoffman, 
Professor at Southwestern 
School of law and Douglas E. 
Mirell of the law firm of Loeb & 
Loeb, and others. -
Publications by Frank Wilkinson 
"Behind the Bars for the First 
Amendment"- Co-Editor 
"And Now The Bill Comes 
Due"- role of HUAC in 
Watts Uprising in 1965 
Frontier Magazine 
"The Era of Libertarian 
Repression-1948 to 1973" 
University of Akron Law 
Review 
"From HUAC to S. 1," with 
Chicago Law Dean Norval 
Morris & others 
The Center Magazine-
Center for the Study of 
Democratic Institutions 
"Controversial Senate Bill No. 
1" 
Newsletter-American Bar 
Association, Section of 
Indiviqual Rights 
& Responsibilities 
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Cottrol, continued from page 1 
Law defines many of the group 
relationships in American socie-
ty. Labor and Indian law reveal 
this most obviously. Although 
judicial interpretation of the law 
determines some of its real world 
application, this does not account 
for the vast differences in written 
and realized equal rights for 
blacks in Boston: 
A close look at the crucial 
alliances Boston blacks formed 
with certain Yankees in the suc-
cessful mid 19th century pursuit 
of de jure racial egalitarianism 
sheds light. Ironically, this 
reform-minded alliance spurred 
Yankee-Irish tensions since the 
Yankee group most advanced in 
reform for blacks was also riddl-
ed with bigotry toward the Irish. 
Tensions between the Irish im-
migrants and black natives, as a 
result of this bonding, grew far 
beyond a natural desperate com-
petition for unskilled work. 
A faction of the American Par-
ty, known as the "Know-
Nothing~ ' ' promoted black 
rights, it seemed, at the expense 
of Irish immigrant rights. In the 
same year the Massachusetts 
legislature outlawed school 
segregation (1855), it passed a 
constitutional amendment effec-
tively barring ·foreign ·born 
citizens from voting. However, 
Gov. Gardner's veto defeated the 
amendment. This characterized 
for the blacks an ugly, deep 
rooted · coincidence with un-
dreamed ramifications. 
Complex ethnic antagonisms 
festered throughout the late 19th 
century among native Yankees, 
Irish immigrants and blacks, 
both migrant and native. Among 
their differences were religion 
and several responses to 
antebellum reform movements 
including temperance and equal 
· rights for blacks. The Yankees 
and blacks were primarily Pro-
stestant, voted Republican, and 
supported temperance and equal 
rights. Defensively, the Catholic 
Irish fought temperance, voted 
Democratic, and learned· that 
continued on next page 
Professor Robert J. Cottrol's ma-
jor scholarly interests are Legal 
History and Constiitutional Law. 
Women and the Law April Activities 
In March the Women's Law Center an-
nounced a series of presentations and discus-
sions exploring the general topic of women and 
the ·law and Boston College Law School. 
Throughout March and the beginning of April 
the law school community has been invited t.o 
participate in this unique series of events. The . 
· next .meeting will be a panel discussion of 
. Women 's Law Center representatives who at~ 
tended the national Women and the Law Con-
ference: This event will be held Wednesday, 
WORD PROCESSING 
SERVICES 
FOR YOUR TYPING NEEDS 
LETTER QUALITY PRINTER 
LOW PRICES 
926-1980 
April 2nd, at !2:00pm in the student lounge. 
The series will culminate with a special panel 
discussion including Professsors Mary Ann 
Glendon, Carol Liebman, and Jennifer 
Rochow, on Thursday, April lOth, at 4:00pm 
at a location to be an nounced. . 
Law students who are interested in bec.om-
. ing more ·active participants in ·women's 
Rights issues may want to contact. the Boston 
National Organization for Women office. 
Throughout April, the :Boston NOW organiza-
tion will be conducting a series of workshops. 
All of the following task force meetings are 
scheduled to begin at 7:00pm on the respec-
tive dates and will be held at the Boston NOW 
offices located at 99 Bishop Allen Drive in 
Cambridge. Further information may be ob-
tained by calling 661-6015. 
On Thursday, April3, the Legislative Task 
Force will meet. The goal of the meeting is to · 
teach participants how to lobby state legisla-
tors and mobilize support for important wom-
en's issues. 
On Tuesday, April 8, the Reproductive 
Rights Task Force will meet. The task force 
WANTED: 
. 
is organizing against a proposed anti-abortion 
amendmenf to the Massachusetts consti-
tution. 
On Monday, Aprill4, the Economic Equi-
ty Task Force will meet. The task force uses 
legislation and public ~ucation to support pay 
eq~ity, the Up-To-Poverty Campaign, and so-
cial security benefits for older women. 
On Wednesday, Aprill6, the Lesbian Rights 
Task Force will meet. This will be an informa-
tional meeting to discuss what Boston NOW 
is doing to pass federal and state lesbian and 
gay civil rights legislation and to prohibit dis-
crimination in foster parenting, employment 
· and housing. 
In addition to these task force meetings, 
Boston NOW is also sponsoring a Walk for 
Women's Lives. The intent of this walk is to 
1.efend access to legal abortion and birth con-
trol. The protest walk will be held on April 27 
at the Boston Common. More information 
about the walk and pledge cards for the walk 
may be obtained ·by calling the offices of 
Boston NOW. 
1st ·AND 2nd YEAR 
LAW STUDENTS 
TO ADVOCATE 
THE PROVEN BEST BAR REVIEW COURSE 
''REWARD'' 
THE BEST "PROVEN" BAR REVIEW COURSE "FREE" 
Free Sum and Substance materials 
$ Earn commission $ (Real · Money) 
Call (617) 267-5452 for more information 
JOSEPHSON*KLUWER 
LEGAL EDUCATION CENTERS 
6n Beacon Street #201 
Boston, MA 02215 · 
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Argument 
ByO.L. 
How bad could it possibly be? 
I asked myself. It was only an 
oral argument. After all, it was 
the summary judgment memo 
that had everybody on the verge 
of a nervous breakdown. I hand-
ed that in with no big problems, 
after pulling my usual all-nighter. 
The oral argument · woUld be 
"fun," someone told me. "The 
'judges' might be a bit hard on 
you, but they'll just be doing 
their job . . . Sure, everybody 
gets nervous, but that's 
natural ... When you're up there, 
just relax and do what you did in 
practice .. . You'll be out of there 
in less than half an hour . . . Do 
the best you can. Don't worry 
about making the argument that· 
will go down in jurisprudential 
history." 
Unfortunately, I managed to 
do just that-but not in the way 
I wanted to. 
It was the case of Pat Maxwell 
v. Garcia Transportation Com-
pany. (I don't think I'll ever 
forget that title as long as I live.) 
The legal action dealt with the 
plaintiff Pat Maxwell who was 
fired from her position as a bus 
driver by Garcia, the defendent 
employer. Garcia claimed that it 
terminated the plaintiff's 
employment because she had lied 
on her application form about her 
epileptic condition. On the other 
hand, Pat Maxwell contended her 
epilepsy was controlled by 
medication, and that her 
dismissal violated a state statute 
which proscribed employment 
discrimination against qualified 
handicapped individuals. 
The defendant filed a motion 
for summary judgment. I was to 
go in as Pat Maxwell's attorney 
to argue that the motion be 
denied since the record showed 
that there was a genuine issue as 
to a material fact. (The precise 
reason Garcia fired Pat Maxwell.) 
I planned meticulously for my 
argument. ·Like my classmates 
who were representing the plain-
tiff, I was on ·solid legal ground 
as to why a summary judgment 
would be inappropriate. In my 
preparation, I anticipated the 
argument my opposing counsel 
would make, and the type of 
questions I would get from the 
judge. I was ready. 
I also prepared for the unex-
pected. What would I do if I drew 
a blank in the middle of my 
speech? What would I say if the 
judge picked apart my argument 
altogether? Well, I figured I 
could count on my naturally 
charming Roman good looks to. 
carry me through. If this didn't 
work, I'd try to sway the judge 
to my side by making a subtle 
but persuasive point of law: 
"Your honor, I don't know if it's 
the robe or the lighting in this 
room, but, have you lost some 
weight lately? You are looking 
pretty sharp! " 
My opposing counsel finished 
her presentation and sat down. I 
approached the lectern and in-
troduced myself. Then, without 
w.(U"Iling, it happened. I t w_as ru; 
that point that the English 
O.L stumbling his way through 
a memorable oral argument. 
language as I knew it took a 
vacation. Looking back, I think 
I was trying to say something to 
the effect of: " . .. not entitled to 
judgment as a matter of law." 
But the words just didn't come 
out. I stood there totally 
helpless. I fidgeted. I shuffled my 
notes. Still, nothing came out of 
my mouth. I looked up at the 
judge, hoping that the desperate 
look on my face would rescue me. 
No such luck. I looked at my op-
posing counsel, who obviously 
felt sorry but couldn't do 
anything for me. (Before going in, 
we agreed -that neither of us 
would purposely try to make the 
other look bad. But I didn't say 
anything about not making 
myself look bad.) 
Reeling from that mental block . 
at the outset, I tried to get back 
on the track. I blurted out the 
first few words of my argument. 
Y ElS, it did get better. (How could 
it possibly get worse?) I got 
through half of my presentation 
when the judge berated me with 
a series of questions that left me 
wondering if I was on the right 
planet. 
I mumbled my way through 
the end, sat down, and prepared 
- for the worst. Then it was the 
judge's turn. "It is not often that 
in our adversarial system, we 
have two attorneys representing 
the opposing parties who argue 
for the same side. I will take the 
case under advisement." Transla-
tion: "In spite of all that was· 
done to make-it impossible for 
the plaintiff to lose on the issue 
of summary judgment, you blew 
it, buster." -
There was more. We were 
escorted to the judge's chambers, 
where our performances would be 
evaluated. · My opposing 
counsel's argument was not 
flawless, but still worthy of good 
comments. Then the judge look-
ed at me. "Mr.---, it. doesn't 
· look like you '11 be arguing too · 
many more cases. Not here, 
anyway. Here's a dime. Call your 
mother. Tell her you'll be coming 
home soon. If you can get the 
words out, that is." As I walked 
out of the judge's chambers, I 
nearly tripped over the bags that 
had already been packed for me. 
Things were not going my way. 
I decided to skip lunch. (I 
hadn't deserved it.) I wasn't up 
. to going to my afternoon class. 
(Why ask for trouble?) I went 
back to my room, On my door 
there was a note left from my 
housemate. It read: "You got a 
phone call from a lady who 
sounded pretty hysterical. She 
said she'll see you at the cour-
thouse tomorrow. Something 
about a legal malpractice suit." 
Cottrol, continued from previous page 
party 's peculiar brand of 
Negrophobia. 
Although entrepreneurial suc-
cess was enjoyed by blacks in the 
19th century, especially ·in the 
barber and restaurant 
busine'sses, the economic 
disparities between blacks and 
Irish increased as a result of com-
plex socioeconomic influences. 
This continued until after WWII. 
Statistics show that Boston did 
not provide the same oppor-
tunities for either black 
newcomers or natives as it did for 
newly arrived immigrants and 
their children. 
A profusion of theories attemp-
ting to explain the economic 
disabilities of blacks in Boston in 
this century exists. Prof. Cottrol 
invites one- to inquire at this 
point. In the late 19th and early 
20th centuries the Democrats 
rose to monopolize the politics of 
several northern cities. Bo~ton 
elected its first Irish-American 
mayor in the 1880's and the 
Democratic-Irish hold on Boston 
politics remains legendary. This 
brought with it changes in 
municipal government at every 
level, for the new party controll-
ed both appointees and electives 
to positiops affecting the work-
ing and living conditions of 
Boston's citizens. These posi~ 
tions included the judiciary, 
district attorneys, police officers, 
health inspectors, licensing in-
spectors, licensing bureau of-
ficials, and zoning commission 
members. Supporters were also 
frequently rewarded through the 
nominally meritocratic municipal 
civil service. 
Blacks did not benefit from 
this political change. Until the 
Great Depression, they remained 
loyal to the 'Republican party of 
Lincoln. 
Twentieth century urban 
politics plays a key role in the 
current antagonisms between the 
blacks and Irish of Boston. No 
doubt the politics partly arise 
from the egalitarian movement 
alliance beginning in the mid 
19th century. This link between 
Boston politics and the racial ten-
sions raises important questions 
for legal historians to pursue in 
detail. Decades of patterns of 
employment in civil service agen-
cies, police, fire, school, public 
transportation and sanitation 
departments all require explora-
tion. Further examination of the 
web of municipal business regula-
tion, including differential en-
forcement of licensing 
requirements, civil .court records 
of actions to sue by blacks. and 
the criminal justice system all 
may reveal where race was con-
sidered, even in cases where 
seemingly it was not. 
Justice to the legal history of 
American race relations in 
modem American is incomplete 
without asking such political 
questions of this northern urban 
phenomenon of immigrant demo-
cratic party strength. This can 
reveal, as Prof. Cottrol closes, 
"why some urban newcomers 
saw the beginnings of the 
American dream, while others 
found only a dream deferred." 
~ 
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Register Before April15, -1986 
Only a $25 deposit freezes the below course prices. 
• CT, DC, FL, MA, MD, ME, NH, NY,* VA, VT- $550 
(save $175) 
• NJ, PA- $525 (save $125) 
• RI - $495 (s~ve $80) 
*NY audio program not subject to discount 
A $75 deposit secures the above course prices, 
PLUS 
• Get study guides for fundamental second and third 
year subjects. 
• Take SMH Professional Responsibility 
T o learn more, call for our Second Year brochure 
(617) 7 42-3900 (800) 343-9188 
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HHRRP to host 
International Conference 
at BCLS 
By Dennis M. Duffy 
On Thursday, April 17, 986, 
the Boston College Law School 
Holocaust Rights Research Pro-
ject (HHRRP) will hold the First 
Annual International Conference 
on Human Rights and Holo-
caust-Related Issues. The overall 
goal in organizing this conference 
is to further scholarship in the 
area of Holocaust-Related legal 
studies, with the purpose of ad-
vancing developments in the field 
of human rights law. The con-
ference agenda is composed of 
four panels which concentrate on 
how domestic courts and 
legislatures have dealt with 
perpetuators of Holocaust· 
Related crimes and how interna-
tional law has developed in 
response to the Holocaust. 
Three of the panels will focus 
on domestic law concerning: 
issues raised by prosecutions of 
persecutors in criminal, military, 
and civil litigation; the tension 
between immigration and na-
tional security, interest raised by 
human rights violators; and, 
freedom of speech as related to 
Holocaust denial and group libel. 
Among the fifteen speakers in-
cluded in these panels are: Mar-
tin Mendelshoh, General Counsel 
to the Simon Wiesenthal Center; 
David Matos, Counsel for the 
League of Human Rights in 
Canada; and, Alan A. Ryan, Jr. , 
Former Director of the Justice 
Department's Office of Special 
Investigations and author of 
Quiet Neighbors; Prosecuting 
Nazi War Criminals in America. 
The final panel, concerning in-
ternational law, will focus 
primarily on the use of the 
Genocide Convention and its 
limitation. This is particularly 
timely in the light of the U.S. · 
Sene:.te's recent ratification of the 
Convention after thirty-seven 
years of_ deliberation. The panel 
will also consider the role of inter-
national agreement; such as ex-
tradition treaties in dealing with 
perpetuators of Holocaust-
related crimes. Included on this 
panel are: Hurst Hammun, Ex-
ecutive Director of the Interna-
tional Law Institute and author 
of the Guide to International 
. Human Rights Practice; and, 
David Hank, former Executive 
Director of Amnesty lnterna· 
tional U.S.A, and current Ex-
ecutive Director of the -
Cambodian Documentation Com- -
mission. 
The conference will last all day 
and is open to the law school and 
human rights communities . . 
There is no admission charge. In 
organizing the conference, the 
HHRRP has decided to invite 
participants who have a different 
point of view in order to best 
serve a vigorous exchange of 
ideas. 
The HHRRP has stressed that 
the conference is being organiz-
ed as a symposium. As a result, 
it is hoped that the format will 
encourage discussion between 
the panelists and the conference 
audience. Therefore, the successs 
of this conference will greatly de-
pend upon the full participation 
of the law school community. The 
HHRRP urges everyone to take 
some time away from your busy 
schedule on April I 7 and take ad-
vantage of the First Annual In-
ternational Conference on 
Houman Rights and Holocaust-
Related Legal Issues. 
Attention 
Boston College Law School 
Black Law Students Association 
Coming Attractions 
·SOUTH AFRICA EDUCATIONAL WEEK 
April 7th thru 11th 
A week of 
EDUCATIONAL FILMS ON SOUTH AFRICA 
"Last Graves at Dimbaza" "Generation of Resistance" 
"Master Harold and the Boys" Plus much, much more!! 
Culmunating in a Panel Discussion of 
SOUTH AFRICA APARTHIED: PAST, PRESENT, 
AND FUTURE 
with representatives from 
THE UNITED NATIONS SPECIAL COMMITTEE 
ON SOUTH AFRICA 
PAN-AFRICAN CONGRESS OF AZANIA 
Plus much, much more!! 
April 11th, 6:30-10:00 p.m. in Barry Pavillion 
For more information call 552-4411, or Joan at 445-2511 
A Panel Discussion 
on 
MEDICAL MALPRACTICE 
April 7th, 1986 
3:00 ·5:00PM 
Boston College Law School 
The present crisis in medical malpractice has raised fundamental questions about the 
practice of medicine in this country and the viability of the tort system as means of 
negligence deterrence and victim compensation. Boston College in conjunction with 
the American Bar Association Law Student Division is proud to present a distinguished 
panel of national experts to discuss their views on this controversial topic . . 
MODERATOR 
Charles H. Baron, Professor of Law, Boston College Law School 
PANEL MEMBERS 
George J. Annas, J.D., M.P.H . 
Utley Professor of Health Law 
Boston University Schols of Medicine 
and Public Health 
Frances H. Miller, Professor of Law 
and Public Health 
Boston University Schools of Law 
and Medicine 
Richard W .- Moore 
Executive Director, Medical 
Malpractice Joint Underwriters 
Association of Massachusetts 
William P. Ridder, M.D. 
Chairman Professional Liability 
Committee of the Massachusetts 
Medical Society 
Barbara A. Rockett, M.D. 
President of the Massachusetts Medical Society 
Graduating Law Students 
Boston University School of Law 
Graduate Tax Program 
offers you an opportunity to achieve competence in a specialized field that offers excellent job 
opportunities. Attend full-time and earn your LL.M. degree in taxation in one academic year. Attend 
part-time and vary your course load to accommodate your workload. Come one evening a week or 
more, depending on your schedule. Classes ~rc conveniently arranged from 4 to 6 p.m., or from 6 
to 8 p.m. You will study with leading tax prd.ctitioners and teachers. Our practical program will 
encourage the optimum development of your professional skills. 
/ 
For an application and a catalog please write: 
Graduate Tax Progran1 
Boston University School of Law 
765 Commonwealth Avenue 
Boston, MA 02215 
or call : 617/353-3105 
Boston University is an equal opportunity institution. 
B a s e b a l l  
F e v e r  
B y  T e r r y  V e t t e r  
T h e  b e s t  t h i n g  a b o u t  s p r i n g  i s  
t h a t  i t  m a r k s  t h e  b e g i n n i n g  o f  
t h e  b a s e b a l l  s e a s o n  a n d  t h e  e n d  
o f  t h e  s c h o o l  s e a s o n .  E v e n  t h e  
v o i c e s  o f  K e n  C o l e m a n  a n d  J o e  ,  
C a s t i g l i o n e  s o u n d  f r e s h  t h i s  t i m e  
o f  y e a r .  
I  d o n ' t  u n d e r s t a n d  w h y  a l l  t h e  
e x p e r t s  a r e  n o t  p i c k i n g  t h e  R e d  
S o x  a s  t h e  p r e - s e a s o n  f a v o r i t e  t o  
w i n  t h e  W o r l d  C h a m p i o n s h i p .  
T h e  S o x  h a v e  t h e  d o u b l e  p l a y  
c o m b i n a t i o n  o f  H o f f m a n  a n d  
B a r r e t t .  B a r r e t t  a l s o  h a d  t w o  p u t  
o u t s  l a s t  y e a r  w i t h  t h e  h i d d e n  
b a l l  t r i c k .  T h e r e ' s  a l s o  t h e  m i l l i o n  
d o l l a r  p i t c h i n g  o f  B o b  S t a n l e y .  
T h e  r e p o r t s  f r o m  W i n t e r  H a v e n  
t h i s  s p r i n g  i n d i c a t e  t h a t  t h e  o f f  
s e a s o n  t r a d e s  h e l p e d  t h e  S o x  s o  
m u c h  t h a t  M e N  a m a r a  m a y  u s e  
S t a n l e y  a s  a  s t a r t i n g  p i t c h e r .  
T h i s  w o u l d  m a k e  t h e  R e d  S o x  t h e  
o n l y  t e a m  i n  m a j o r  l e a g u e -
b a s e b a l l  w i t h  a n  e i g h t  m a n  s t a r -
t i n g  r o t a t i o n .  W h o  n e e d s  r e l i e f  
p i t c h i n g  a n y w a y ?  E s p e c i a l l y  
w h e n  t h e  t e a m  i s  s u c h  a n  o f f e n -
s i v e  d y n a m o .  T h e  t e a m ' s  l e a d i n g  
b a s e  s t e a l e r  m a y  s t e a l  a n  i n c r e d i -
b l e  2 0  b a s e s  t h i s  y e a r .  T h e  
s c o u t i n g  r e p o r t s  f r o m  W i n t e r  
H a v e n  a l s o  i n d i c a t e  t h a t  t h e  S o x  
a r e  a  m u c h  m o r e  a g g r e s s i v e  t e a m  
o n  t h e  b a s e  p a t h s .  T h e  s c o u t s  a r e  
p r e d i c t i n g  t h a t  B i l l  B u c k n e r  w i l l  
g e t  t h r o w n  o u t  m o r e  t i m e s  t r y i n g  
t o  s t r e t c h  s i n g l e s  i n t o  d o u b l e s  
a n d  t r y i n g  t o  s c o r e  f r o m  s e c o 1 ; 1 d  
b a s e  o n  s i n g l e s .  T h e r e  i s  a l s o  a  
r u m o r  t h a t  t h e  S o x  w i l l  g i v e  
o t h e r  s p e e d  d e m o n s  l i k e  T o n y  
A r m a s  a n d  D w i g h t  E v a n s  t h e  
g r e e n  l i g h t  m o r e  o f t e n  t h i s  y e a r .  
T h e  a d d e d  a g g r e s s i v e n e s s  w i l l  
h o p e f u l l y  c u t  d o w n  o n  t h e  
n u m b e r  o f  d o u b l e  p l a y s  J i m  R i c e  
h i t s  i n t o .  R i c e  h a s  b e e n  d o i n g  a  
s e r i e s  o f  e x e r c i s e s  t o  p r e v e n t  h i m  
f r o m  h i t t i n g  t h e  b a l l  s o  h a r d .  
T h i s  a l s o  w i l l  h e l p  r e d u c e  t h e  
r e c o r d  s e t t i n g  p a c e  a t  w h i c h  J i m  
E d  h a s  h i t  i n t o  d o u b l e  p l a y s .  
W a d e  B o g g s  i s n ' t  e x p e c t e d  t o  
c o n t r i b u t e  a n y  m o r e  t o  t h i s  y e a r s  
t e a m  t h a n  · h e  c o n t r i b u t e d  l a s t  
y e a r .  W h i l e  h e  h a s  a  c a r e e r  b a t -
t i n g  a v e r a g e  o f  a r o u n d  . 3 5 5 ,  h e  
o n l y  h i t s  s i n g l e s .  T o  f i t  i n t o  t h e  
o r g a n i z a t i o n  b e t t e r  h e  n e e d s  t o  
l o w e r  h i s  a v e r a g e  a n d  s t a r t  h i t -
t i n g  f o r  p o w e r .  I f  h e  c o u l d  d o  t h a t  
i t  m i g h t  h e l p  h i m  w i n  h i s  n e x t  a r -
b r i t r a t i o n  c a s e .  I f  h e  d o e s n ' t  
s t a r t  t o  h i t  f o r  p o w e r  B Q g g s  m a y  
h a v e  t o  b e c o m e  a  f r e e  a g e n t .  R i c h  
G e d m a n  h a s  a  s i m i l a r  p r o b l e m .  
W h i l e  h e  i s  o n e  o f  t h e  b e s t  c a t -
c h e r s  i n  m a j o r  l e a g u e  b a s e b a l l ,  h e  
i s  t o o  y o u n g .  I f  h e  d o e s n ' t  s t a r t  
p u t t i n g  o n  s o m e  y e a r s  i n  a  h u r r y  
h e  m a y  h a v e  t o  b e c o m e  a  f r e e  
a g e n t  w i t h  B o g g s .  
A s  l o n g  a s  I ' m  w r i t i n g  a b o u t  
p r o b l e m  p l a y e r s  I  m i g h t  a s  w e l l  
m e n t i o n  O i l  C a n  B o y d .  B o y d  
w o u l d  b e  a  g o o d  R e d  S o x  b u t  h e  
h a s  t o o  m u c h  e n t h u s i a s m  f o r  t h e  
g a m e .  A p p a r e n t l y  h e  
m i s u n d e r s t o o d  M e N  a m a r a  w h e n  
t h e  m a n a g e r  w a n t e d  t h e  t e a m  t o  
b e  m o r e  a g g r e s s i v e  t h i s  y e a r .  
M e N  a m a r a  m e a n t  o n  t h e  b a s e  
p a t h s  n o t  o n  t h e  p i t c h i n g  m o u n d .  
I f  B o y d  d o e s n ' t  c o o l  d o w n  h e  
m a y  f i n d  h i m s e l f  r e j o i n i n g  
f o r m e r  t e a m m a t e  B o b b y  O j e d a  
w i t h  t h e  M e t s .  A t  l e a s t  h e  c o u l d  
t h e n  t e a c h  D w i g h t  G o o d e n  h o w  
t o  p i t c h .  
M a s t e r  o f  .L a w s  
B o s t o n  U n i v e r s i t y  
S c h o o l  o f  L a w  
T h e  L L . M .  D e g r e e  i n  B a n k i n g  L a w  S t u d i e s  
~ 
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A  u n i q u e ,  m u l t i d i s c i p l i n a r y  c o u r s e  o f  s t u d y  
o f f e r i n g  a  s i n g u l a r  e d u c a t i o n a l  o p p o r t u n i t y  
f o r  l a w y e r s  w h o  w i s h  t o  p r a c t i c e  i n  t h i s  
d y n a m i c ,  f a s t  g r o w i n g  a r e a  o f  s p e c i a l i z a t i o n  
T a u g h t  b y  f a c u l t y  o f  t h e  B o s t o n  U n i v e r s i t y  
S c h o o l  o f  L a w ,  m a n a g e m e n t  e x p e r t s ,  a n d  
e m i n e n t  b a n k i n g  l a w  a t t o r n e y s ,  t h i s  i n n o v a -
t i v e  p r o g r a m  p r o v i d e s  a n  e x c e p t i o n a l  b l e n d  
o f  i n t e l l e c t u a l  a n d  p r a c t i c a l  e d u c a t i o n  a t  o n e  
o f  t h e  n a t i o n ' s  f o r e m o s t  l a w  s c h o o l s .  T h e  
c u r r i c u l u m  h a s  b e e n  m e t i c u l o u s l y  d e s i g n e d  
t o  p r o v i d e  c o u r s e s  c o v e r i n g  t h e  f u l l  r a n g e  o f  
b a n k i n g  l a w  s u b j e c t s  a n d  c o u r s e s  s p e c i a l l y  
d e v e l o p e d  t o  i n t r o d u c e  l a w y e r s  t o  t h e  l e g a l ,  
e c o n o m i c  a n d  m a n a g e r i a l  a s p e c t s  o f  t h e  
f i n a n c i a l  s e r v i c e s  i n d u s t r y  
A p p l i c a t i o n s  a r e  n o w  b e i n g  a c c e p t e d  f o r  
f u l l  o r  p a r t - t i m e  e n r o l l m e n t  i n  
S e p t e m b e r  1 9 8 6 .  
F o r  a  c a t a l o g  c o n t a i n i n g  d e t a i l e d  
i n f o r m a t i o n  a n d  a p p l i c a t i o n  f o r m s ,  w 1 ; t e :  
G r a d u a t e  P r o g r a m  i n  B a n k i n g  L a w  S t m l i e s  
M o r i n  C e n t e r  f o r  B a n k i n g  L a w  S t u d i e s  
B o s t o n  U n i v e r s i t y  S c h o o l  o f  L a w  
7 6 5  C o m m o n w e a l t h  A v e n u e  
B p s t o n ,  M a s s a c h u s e t t s  0 2 2 1 5  
o r  c a l l :  6 1 7 1 3 5 3 - 3 0 2 3  
M a r c h  < : : 4 - A p r i 1 4 ,  1 9 8 6  I  A L L E D G E R  I  P a g e  7  
E v e n  w i t h  .  B o g g s ,  G e d m a n ,  
a n d  t h e  C a n  M a n  I  a m  s t i l l  o p -
t i m i s t i c  ·  a b o u t  t h e  R e d  S o x  
c h a n c e s  t h i s  y e a r .  E v e n  i f  t h e y  
d o n ' t  l i v e  u p  t o  m y  e x p e c t a t i o n s  
I  c a n  s t i l l  t a k e  c o m f o r t  i n  t h e  f a c t  
t h a t  .  t h e y  p l a y  i n  t h e  b e s t  
b a l l p a r k  i n  t h e  m a j o r  lea~es. 
T w o  t h i n g s  h a v e  m e  c o n c e r n e d  
a b o u t  F e n w a y  t h o u g h .  B l e a c h e r  
s e a t s  a r e  n o w  f o u r  d o l l a r s  a  
t i c k e t .  M y  o t h e r  c o n c e r n  i s  t h a t  
t h e  C o l o n i a l  p a c k i n g  h o u s e  i s  
c l o s i n g  d o w n .  C o l o n i a l  w a s  t h e  
m a k e r  o f  F e n w a y  F r a n k s .  D o e s  
t h i s  m e a n  t h a t  t h e r e  w i l l  n o  
l o n g e r  b e  F e n w a y  F r a n k s  a t  _  
F e n  w a y ?  
F o r  t h e  a n s w e r  t o  t h e  F e n w a y  
F r a n k  q u e s t i o n  a n d  a n y  o t h e r  
q u e s t i o n s  a b o u t  t h i s  y e a r s  e d i -
t i o n  o f  t h e  B o s t o n  R e d  S o x  y o u  
c a n  h a v e  t h e m  a n s w e r e d  a t  t h e  
h o m e  o p e n e r  a t  F e n w a y  o n  M o n -
d a y ,  A p r i l 1 4 ,  a t  1 : 0 0 p m .  T i c k e t s  
f o r  t h e  g a m e  a g a i n s t  t h e  K a n s a s  
C i t y  R o y a l s  w i l l  b e  a v a i l a b l e  
f r o m  t h e  L S A  o n  M o n d a y ,  A p r i l  
7 ,  f r o m  1 2 : 0 0 - 2 : 0 0 p m  i n  t h e  
c a f e t e r i a .  
P r o c r a s t i n a t o r ' S  
S p e c i a l  
Y o u  c a n  s t i l l  s a v e  m o n e y  i f  y o u  
s i g n - u p  b y  M a y  1 6 ,  1 9 8 6 .  
S t a t e ( s )  
J u l y  
D i s c o u n t  
R e s u l t i n g !  
1 9 8 6  C o u r s e  
P r i c e  
P r i c e  
C T ,  D C ,  F L ,  M E ,  
M A ,  M D ,  N H ,  
$ 7 2 5  
S a v e  $ 3 0  
$ 6 9 5  
N Y * ,  V A ,  V T  
N J ,  P A  
$ 6 5 0  S a v e  $ 2 5  
$ 6 2 5  
R I  
$ 5 7 5  S a v e  $ 2 5  
$ 5 5 0  
*  N Y  a u d i o  c o u r s e  n o t  s u b j e c t  t o  d i s c o u n t .  
O n l y  $ 2 5  D e p o s i t  R e q u i r e d  t o  S e c u r e  D i s c o u n t .  
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More than just experts: 
They'll get 
you through 
theBar · m. 
BARIBRI lecturers are more than experts on the We are proud of our faculty, most of whom have 
law and more than experts on the New England been lecturing in our New England courses for 
bar examinations. They know how to years. No other group of lecturers is as 
communicate. They know how to teach. Each knowledgeable about the bar examination-nor 
year, BARIBRI improves the quality of our faculty as capable of teaching law school graduates 
by hiring the top law lecturers in the country. ~ how to pass. 
Prof. Dane Buck, Franklin Pierce Law 
Stanley D. Chess, Esq., BARIBRI Staff 
Prof. Richard Conviser, BARIBRI Staff 
Dean David Epstein, Emory Law 
Prof. Bruce Friedman, Franklin Pierce Law 
Prof. Richard Hesse, Franklin Pierce Law 
Prof. Dennis Honabach, Vermont Law 
Prof. Marcus Hum, Franklin Pierce Law 
Prof. Stanley Johanson, U. of Texas Law 
Prof. Leonard Lewin, Suffolk Law 
Ted Miller Sr., Esq., Practicing Attorney 
Ted Miller Jr., Esq., Practicing Attorney 
Prof. Charles Nesson, Harvard Law 
Prof. Max Pock, BARIBRI Staff 
Prof. Richard Pizzano, Suffolk Law 
Prof. David Powell, BARIBRI Staff 
Prof. Faust Rossi, Cornell Law 
Prof. Robert SCott, U. of Virginia Law 
Prof. Robert Smith, Boston College Law 
Prof. Michael Spak, BARIBRI Staff 
Prof. Georgene Vairo, Fordham Law 
Prof. Charles Whitebread, U.S.C. Law 
B.C. BAR/BRI STUDENT REPS 
Cl~ss of '86 
MARY LIZ JOHNSON, 
Head Rep 
Marcia Belmonte 
Mariclare Foster 
Robert Frank 
Juan Garcia 
Fred Gilgun 
Chris Harvey 
Florence Herard 
Valerie Libby 
Caroline O'Brien 
Caroline Orland 
Ellen Park 
Sue Perdomo 
Ana Reis 
Hank Rouda 
Liz Sanchez 
Judy Schneider 
Anne Tippett 
John Winn 
Class of '87 
KATHIE McLEOD, 
Head Rep 
Margot Bodine 
Nancy Chen 
Tom Corsi 
Marvin Davis \ 
Anne Flavey 
Frank Flynn 
Larry Goanos 
Patricia Jarsak 
Shirley Kuan 
James Oliver 
Nancy Peremes 
Bonnie Rowe 
Rich Stacey 
Michael Uhlarik 
Joseph Valle 
John Wipfler 
